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of the article, and for the further reason that the article was labeled as afore-
said so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that each of the
said sacks contained 99 pounds of the said article, whereas, in truth and in fact,
each of the said sacks did not contain 99 pounds of the article, but did contain
a less amount. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and
conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On February 21, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $20 and costs.

C. W. PuesLEYy, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10412, Misbranding of cottonseed cake., U, S, * * * v, United O0il
Mills, a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $25 and costs. (F.
& D. No. 11991, I. S. No. 11997-r.)

On July 20, 1920, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Arkansas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the United Oil Mills, a corporation, Hope, Ark. alleging shipment by said
company, on or about March 12, 1919, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended, from the State of Arkansas into the State of Kansas, of a quan-
tity of unlabeled cottonseed cake which was misbranded.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On November 8, 1920, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $25 and costs.

C. W. PuesiLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10413, Adulteration and misbranding of cottonseed meal, U. 8, * * * vy,
PDorado 0il Mills & Fertilizer Co., a corporation. Plea of
guilty. Fine, $20 and costs. (F. & D. No. 12351 1. 8. No. 12001-r.)

On July 20, 1920, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Arkansas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the El Dorado Oil Mills & Fertilizer Co., Bl Dorado, Ark., alleging shipment
by said company, on or about March 1, 1919, in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended, from the State of Arkansas into the Siate of Kansas, of a
quantity of unlabeled cottonseed meal which was adulterated and misbranded.
The article was invoiced as 41 per cent protein cottonseed meal.

Analyses of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed the presence of approximately 38.65 per cent of protein.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a cottonseed meal of less than 41 per cent protein had been substituted
wholly or in part for cottonseed meal of 41 per cent protein, which the said
article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was food in package
form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously
marked on the outside of the package.

On February 21, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $20 and costs.

C. W. PuesLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10414. Adulteration and misbranding of vinegar. U, 8. * * * ¢ g8
and 70 Barrels of Vinegar. Consent decrees of condemnation
and forfeiture. Product released under bond. (F. & D. Nos, 12986,
12987. 1. 8. Nos. 384-r, 385-r. 8. Nos. E-2408, E-2409.)

On July 2, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Connecticut,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and con-
demnation of 68 and 70 barrels of vinegar, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at Stamford and New Haven, Conn., respectively, alleging
that the article had been shipped by F. E. Jewett & Co., Lowell, Mass., on or
about May 7 and 26, 1920, respectively, and transported from the Stafe of
Massachusetts into the State of Connecticut, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libels for the
reason that distilled vinegar had been mixed and packed therewith so as to
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reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had been
substituted wholly or in part for thé said product.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the labels on
the barrels containing the article bore certain statements regarding the said
article which were false and misleading; that is to say, the said labels bore
the following words, “ Pure Cider Vinegar Made From Apples by F. E. Jewett
& Co., Lowell, Mass. Acidity reduced to not less than 4% * * * which
statements and words were intended to be of such a character as to induce
the purchaser to believe that the said article was pure cider vinegar, when,
in truth and in fact, it was not. Misbranding was alleged for the further
reason that the article was an imitation of, and was offered for sale under
the distinctive name of, another article, to wit, pure cider vinegar.

On July 23 and August 16, 1921, respectively, F. B. Jewett & Co., Lowell,
Mass., claimant, having consented to the entry of decrees, judgments of con-
demnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be released to the said claimant, upon payment of the costs of
the proceedings and the execution of bonds in the aggregate sum of $5,459.56,
in conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. W. PuGsLeY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10415. Adulteration and misbranding of vinegar. U. S, * * * v, 2
Barrels, 1 Barrel, and 3 Barrels of Cider Vinegar * * * ., Con-
sent decree of condemnation and forfeitare entered with respect
to 1 barrel and product released under bond. Default decrees of
condemnation, forfeitnure, and destruction with respect to the
remainder. (ﬁ‘. & D. Nos., 13873, 13874, 13875. 1. S. Nos. 6426-t, 6427,
6428-t. 8. Nos. E-2876, E-2877, K-2878.)

On February 7, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of New
Jersey, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and con-
demnation of 6 barrels of vinegar, at Washington and Belvidere, N. J.,
respectively, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Kistler Vinegar
Works, Stroudsburg, Pa., on or about September 9, 21, and 29, 1920, respectively,
and transported from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of New Jersey,
and charging adulteralion and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act. The article was labeled in part: “* * * Pure Fermented Unitus
Brand Apple Cider Vinegar * * * Made by the Kistler Vinegar Works,
Stroudsburg, Pa. * * *7»

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that a
substance, to wit, apple waste vinegar, had been mixed and packed therewith so
as to lower and reduce and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had
been substituted in whole or in part for pure fermentfed apple cider vinegar,
which the said article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that certain statements
labeled on the barrels containing the article, regarding the said article and
the ingredients contained therein, to wit, “* * * Pure Fermented Unitus
Brand Apple Cider Vinegar * * * were false and misleading in that the
said statements represented to the purchaser that the article was pure fer-
mented apple cider vinegar, and for the further reason that it was labeled as
aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it was
pure fermented apple cider vinegar, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not
pure fermented apple cider vinegar, but was a product composed of apple waste
vinegar. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was
a product composed of apple waste vinegar, prepared in imitation of, and offered
for sale under the distinctive name of, another article, to wit, pure fermented
apple cider vinegar.

On May 24, 1921, the Kistler Vinegar Works, Stroudsburg, Pa., having en-
tered an appearance as claimant for 1 barrel of the product and having con-
sented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the said barrel of the product
be released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings
and the execution of a bond in the sum of $500, in conformity with section 10
of the act, conditioned in part that it be rebranded and properly marked. On
February 9, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the remaining 5 barrels
of the product, judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the said product be destroyed by the United
States marshal.

C. W. PuesLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.



